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Appln. Mo.: 09/702,229 MATP-596US 
Amendment Dated October 13, 2004 
Reply to Office Action of July 13 f 2004 

Remarks/Arguments: 

Claims 1-16 are pending In the above-Identified application. Claims 1, 2, 4-6 and 3 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Dedrick et al. This ground for 
rejection is overcome by amending claims 1 and 5 to include the limitations of claim 14 wiich 
was indicated to be in condition for allowance. Claims 2 and 4 depend from claim 1 and claims 
6 and 8 depend from claim 5. Accordingly, claims 1, 2, 4-6 and 8 are not subject to rejeciion 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) in view of Dedrick et al. 

Claims 1, 2, 5, 6 and 9-11 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Dinwiddle et al. This ground for rejection is overcome by amending claims 1, 5 and 9 to 
include the limitations of claim 14 which was indicated to be in condition for allowance. Claim 2 
depends from claim 1, claim 6 depends from claim 5 and claims 10 and 11 depend from c aim 
9. Accordingly, claims 1, 2, 5, 6 and 9-11 are not subject to rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1.02(e) 
in view of Dinwiddie et al. 

Claim 12 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious in view of Dinwiddie et 
al. This ground for rejection is overcome by amending claim 9 to include the limitations of 
claim 14 which was indicated to be in condition for allowance. Claim 12 depends from claim 9, 
accordingly, claim 12 is not subject to rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) in view of Dinwiddie 
et al. 

Claims 3, 7 and 13 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious in view of 
Dinwiddie et al. and Inoue et al. This ground for rejection is overcome by amending clairrs 1, 5 
and 9 to include the limitations of claim 14 which was indicated to be in condition for allowance. 
Claim 3 depends from claim 1, claim 7 depends from claim 5 and daim 13 depends from claim 
9. Accordingly, claims 3, 7 and 13 are not subject to rejection under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) h view 
of Dinwiddie et al. and Inoue et al. 

Applicants appreciate the indication in the Office Action that claims 14-16 are in 
condition for allowance. 
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Amendment Dated October 13 r 2004 
Reply to Office Action of July 13, 2004 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicants request that the Examiner 
reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 1-13. 



KNN/tmb 



Dated: October 13, 2004 



P.O. Box 980 

Valley Forge, PA 19482 

(610) 407-0700 



The Commissioner for Patents is hereby I hereby certify that this correspondence is being filed with 

authorized to charge payment to Deposit the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office via Facsimile 
Account No. 18-0350 of any fees associated Transmission to Facsimile No. 1-703-872-9306 addressed 
with this communication. to: Commissioner for Patents, P,0, Box 1450, Alexandria, 

VA 22313-1450 on: 

October 13, 2004 



Respectfully submitted, 




Kennetn N. Nigon, Reg.-ffo. 31,549 
Attorney(s) for Applicants) 
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